an accident <Tr. 159).  He believed the motor was in the walk-
way and that a maintenance man would possibly be there once a
month (Tr. 160).  He knew of no injuries ever resulting from
someone being entangled in a shaft motor of this size, but he
still believed that it was required to be guarded (Tr.
161-162).

Mr. McGregor confirmed that he issued Citation No.
2237056, after finding that the dust collector motor drive
shaft located on top of the silo bin was not guarded. He
stated that the unguarded shaft opening was approximately 18
to 24 inches, and that a walkway was adjacent to and 4 feet
below the drive shaft.  He was concerned that someone greas-
ing or inspecting the shaft could get their hair caught in
the unguarded shaft.

Mr. McGregor stated that his principal concern with
regard to the citation was that the unguarded moving parts
presented exposed pinch point hazards.  He believed that any-
one caught in the exposed and unguarded moving parts with
their clothing would suffer severe or fatal injuries.

Mr. McGregor indicated that his "S&S" finding was based
on his belief that if the cited conditions were left
unabated, it was reasonably likely that an accident would
eventually occur.  He also stated that all of the walkways
which he identified are built into the belt frame structures
and are provided with handrails. He observed barite mate-
rials on the walkways, and since it had rained and most of
the cited areas are exposed to the elements, the footing
along the walkways "was possibly bad." Although the walkway
by the No. 10 belt head pulley (Citation No. 2237053) was
included, the rest of the walkways were not.

Photograph P-9 is the dock silo dust collector motor
drive shaft taken by Mr. McGregor, and R-15 through R-18 are
the photographs taken by the respondent after abatement. On
cross-examination, Mr. McGregor stated that the location of
this shaft was some 50 feet off ground level, and he consid-
ered the area next to the motor as shown in respondent's
photographs as a travelway, but conceded that he saw no one
in the area.  He believed that someone would be in the area
once a day, once a week, or once a month during maintenance
work (Tr. 166),  Without the guard, it was reasonably likely
that a person would suffer a disabling injury, but he has
known of no injuries ever resulting from someone coming in
contact with a drive shaft of this kind (Tr. 167).

1979arded shaft as 8 to 12 inches. He did
